i34         SCHILLER AND THE TYPE-PROBLEM
Thus, if the individual were able to live both faculties or
instincts at the same time, i.e. thinking by sensing and
sensing by thinking, out of that experience (which Schiller
calls the object) a symbol would arise which would express
his accomplished destiny, i.e. his way upon which his Yea
and his Nay are reconciled.
Before we take a nearer survey of this idea, it would
be well for us to ascertain how Schiller conceives the
nature and origin of the symbol:   " The  object of the
sensuous instinct is Life in its widest meaning; a concept
that signifies all material being, and all things directly
present to the senses.   The object of the formative instinct
is Form, a concept that embraces all formal qualities of
things and all relations of  the same to the thinking
function/'1    The object of the   mediating  function Ls,
therefore, "living form" according to Schiller; for this
would be precisely that symbol which unites the opposites:
" a concept which serves to describe all aesthetic qualities
of phenomena, which embraces in a single word the thing-
called beauty in its fullest significance".   But the symbol
also presupposes a function which creates symbols and,
while creating them, is an indispensable agent for their
apprehension.   This function Schiller calls a third instinct,
tic&play instinct; it has no similarity with the two opposing
functions; it none the less stands between them and does
justice to both natures, always provided (which Schiller
does not mention) that sensation and thinking are recog-
nised as serious functions,   But there are many with whom
neither sensation nor thinking is wholly serious ; in which
case seriousness must hold the middle place instead of
play.   Although in another place Schiller denies the exist-
ence of a third mediating instinct (p, 61), we will never-
theless assume, though his conclusion is somewhat at fault,
his intuition to be all the more accurate.   For, as a matter
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